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PER CURIAM.

Sharon Halbert appeals from the judgment of the District Court2 sustaining the

decision of the Commissioner denying Halbert's claim for SSI benefits under the Social



-2-

Security Act.  For reversal, Halbert argues that the decision of the Commissioner is not

supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole.

Based on our review of the briefs and record, we conclude that substantial

evidence on the administrative record as a whole supports the administrative decision.

Though the ALJ found that Halbert has disabling mental impairments, the ALJ also

found that Halbert's abuse of cocaine and other drugs was material to the finding of

disability.  The ALJ further found that Halbert's condition considerably improved on

the occasions when she discontinued the use of these drugs.  The record adequately

supports all these findings.  It follows that the ALJ correctly applied Section 105 of

Public Law No. 104-121, which denies disability benefits to individuals like Halbert

whose drug abuse is "a contributing factor material to the Commissioner's

determination that the individual is disabled."

The administrative decision is supported by substantial evidence, no error of law

appears, and an opinion by this Court would add nothing of substantial value to the

well-reasoned opinion of the District Court.  Accordingly, without further discussion

the judgment of the District Court is

AFFIRMED.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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